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A mini-boom in vine planting also took place in Knight's

Valley. The Calistoga, California Calistogan reported May 20,

1881 that George Hood now had 80 acres in vines; C. H. Holmes,
30 acres; F. McDonald, 12; S. Brooks, 2; "total-133 acres, of
which 71 acres were set out this year."

George Hood's winery quite likely crushed most of the
grapes from the valley but some went each year to Calistoga
and the Kortum Winery. The St. Helena Star of October 23,
1881 records that Kortum took the grapes of Simmons, Jas. Horn,
Bennett, Bently, Hoover and "McDonald (Knight's Valley)." A
year later, the same journal stated Kortum "receives grapes
from Knight's Valley, Alexander Valley and the vicinity of Mt.
St. Helena."

Earlier in 1882, the deputy county assessor for Knight's
Valley passed on more information of vineyard planting to the

Russian River Flag, Healdsburg:

"We are informed by Mr. Henry Fewell, Assessor for
RKnight's Valley District, that the crop never looked
better than it does this season in northern Sonoma.

He reports the following new vineyards set out this
year in his district, in addition to many acres reset:
Malony, 2 acres; W. Y. Arnold, 7 acres; W. Mulligan,
60 acres; Mr. Faessler, 10 acres; Mrs. W. J. Trimble,
10 acres.™"

This new acreage gave Knight's Valley a total of about 225

acres in vines. In Isaac DeTurck's 1884 Annual Report of the

Commissioner for the District of Sonoma, Board of State Viti-

cultural Commissioners, he noted Sonoma County had 18,017 acres

in vines of which "Knight's Valley has 250 acres."
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The expanding agricultural industry of Knight's Valley, or

at least its potential, began attracting the attention of the
San Francisco press by 1886. Specifically the Bay Area news-
papers were interested in the possibility of a railroad being

built through Knight's Valley. The San Francisco Bulletin of

November 13, 1886 carried a long, detailed account of the pro-
posed route, noting:
"The natural connection by railroad with this
section is out of Alexander Valley, and through the
gorge of Knight's Valley canyon, thence through
Knight's Valley to Calistoga...."

The Pacific Rural Press of San Francisco observed in its

issue of December 12:
"Should the road be built, it will open up the
fertile Knight's and Alexander Valleys, to closer
communication with the outer world."

The Healdsburg, California Enterprise added its voice to

the clamor for a railroad, in April of 1887:

"We...predict that another natural road to be built
would be the extension from Calistoga to Healdsburg.
There is no part of the State destined to become such
a great fruit and wine center as Central and Northern
Sonoma. "

The railroad was never undertaken, of course, despite all
the publicity in the San Francisco press and locally. It did
help to publicize Knight's Valley.

Although New York lawyer R. S. H. Delafield settled in

Knight's Valley before the railroad agitation broke into full

bloom, it may have had some affect on his decision to build the

valley's second winery. Ground was broken for the "Delafield
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Winery" in June 1887 and it was ready for the fall crush in Sep-
tember. The winery is described at length in the Napa, California
Register, November 4:
"R. S. H. Delafield has recently built on his 'La

Feld' rancho, above Calistoga and at the entrance to

Knight's Valley, a fine two-story stone wine cellar.

The ground dimensions of the building are 40 x 66 feet,

with an extension 16 x 26 feet. Its storage capacity

is 75,000 gallons. Modern machinery is operated by

power from a 15-horse power engine and a 20~horse

power boiler. Enough wine, some 20,000 gallons, was

made this season to test the equipments and get things

in order. A tunnel back of the cellar runs into the

hill 130 feet. This will accommodate 40,000 gallons

in addition to the 75,000 noted above."

Any winery in California in the 1880s which was capable of
holding over 100,000 gallons of wine was considered very large.
Between the Hood Winery, Delafield and what the Kortum Winery
crushed of local grapes, Knight's Valley was contributing 200,000
to 250,000 gallons of wine to the state's wine production by
1887! A. Grimm, just over the county line toward Calistoga,
dug two very large tunnels 19 x 100 feet into the hillside and
began making wine in 1888. Any Knight's Valley resident who
did not have a home for his grapes, certainly would have found

a buyer in Grimm. By 1892 there is documentation that he had

cooperage for 100,000 gallons of wine. (See The Vineyards in

Napa County, Report of E. C. Priber, Board of State Viticultural

Commissioners, published in 1893, page 45. His winery is much
closer to Knight's Valley than to the town of Calistoga and
would logically serve grape growers who were nearby. Hauling
grapes any distance in that period, over rough dirt roads by

horse-drawn wagons, was no easy task!)



winery came into existence in Knight's Valley.
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Before Grimm finished his two wine tunnels, yet another

J. H. A. Folker

built his winery right in the center of what once was to be

the town of Kellogg.

It was of stone, one story, approximately

65 x 72 feet and the Pacific Wine & Spirit Review of San Fran-

cisco took note of this fact by stating on March 22,

1890: "a

fine wine cellar has been constructed on the Kellogg vineyard

in Knight's Valley.

It has a capacity of 70,000 gallons."

There was a minimum of 425 tons of grapes being harvested

in Knight's Valley by 1891.

This is documented in a Directory

of Grape Growers, Wine Makers and Distillers of California,

published by the Board of State Viticultural Commissioners,paée
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Wise, Capt.a.m E. E..._| Healdsburg. .. 70 70 (U N S Yes 200 tons. N“‘f‘d' )
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The report is probably within 10 to 20 percent of being
accurate (this writer has discovered prominent names missing
from the tabulations of other wine regions or valleys). The
error factor may be much higher, however, if Knight's Valley
farmers lived in Calistoga over the winter or maintained a
Calistoga mailing address. When the Napa listing was com-
pleted, the fact that their vineyards were in Sonoma County

tabulating

meant they were dropped. But in Sonoma County, the fact that these
owners had a mailing address in Calistoga, eliminated their

name from the Sonoma tally.

The Directory of Grape Growers . . . for 1891 carries

the notation that Delafield's "Product of 1889" could not be
ascertained because it had "Mildewed." Sulphuring vines
against this problem was common practice then and it seems
rather peculiar that he would have lost all of his grapes.
The report may be in error too, on this point.

This same problem, that of attaining an accurate picture
of the grape industry in Knight's Valley, shows up again in
the 1893 published report on phylloxera damage in Sonoma and
Napa counties. This was carried out under the auspices of
the Board of Viticultural Commissioners. The survey, vine-
yard by vineyard, in Sonoma County, covers fifty pages of
small single-spaced print. Yet, there are only five grape
growers listed for Knight's Valley! Newspaper stories and
other sources quoted previously in this report, indicate at

least a dozen growers in the valley. Phylloxera, incidentally,
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had not yet reached Knight's Valley in the 1890s, so the vine-
vards would not have been pulled out on that account!

The phylloxera study published in 1893 carries these six
names: |

"Carter, M. M., Calistoga - Total, 18 acres; in wine
grapes, 17 acres; in table grapes, 1 acres; soil red;
mountain; exposure south and west; crop, 46 tons.

"Delafield, R. H., Calistoga - Total, 35 acres; all

in bearing; soil red loam; mountain, northern exposure;
crop, 80 tons. This vineyard is located on a range

of mountains on the south side of Knight's Valley

near the petrified forest. There is a good stone

wine cellar at this vineyard.

"Folkers, J. H. A., Kellogg - Total, 60 acres; all in
bearing; resistants, 40 acres; Riparia, 10 acres;
Lenoir, 30 acres; grafted and in bearing, 40 acres;
not yet grafted, 2 acres; varieties succeeding best:
Semillon on Riparia, French on Lenoir; soil black
loam interspersed with gravel and decomposed rock;
upland and mountain side; southwest and south expo-
sure, crop, 200 tons.

"Holmes, C. H., Kellogg - Total, 10 acres; all in
bearing; soil gravelly loam; upland; crop, 30 tons.

"Hood, George, Santa Rosa - Vineyard in Knight's Valley,
near Kellogg Post Office. Total, 93 acres; planted to
resistants as an experiment, there being no phylloxera

in the vineyard; soil red gravel and sandy loam; upland;
rolling hills, facing all directions; crop in 1892 about
200 tons, from which 30,000 gallons of wine were made;
stock of wine on hand, 35,000 gallons; cooperage 60,000
gallons, of which 40,000 gallons is oak and 20,000 gallons
ig redwood.

"McDonald, Frank, Calistoga - Total, 8 acres; in wine

grapes, 5 acres; in table grapes, 2 acres; 1n raisin

grapes, 1 acres; soil red hill land; on a sidehill;

easterly exposure; crop, 6 tons."

The 1890s and early 1900s were the most active years in
wine making for the Knight's Valley and local wines appear to
have gained some state and, perhaps, even national recognition.

(After about 1905, the phylloxera created so much havoc in the

valley as to nearly ruin the industry.)
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The Hood Winery was operating full tilt, so-to-speak, in
the mid-1890s and must have doubled its capacity in those years.

The Santa Rosa, California Sonoma Democrat of July 13, 1895

observed:
"The Hood Bros. of Knight's Valley are the

owners of the famous Geyser Vineyard and wineries.

They recently sold off some 200,000 gallons of

wine."

Obviously the Hood Winery was more than a bulk operation,
for it was using the brand name of "Geyser Vineyard and Winery."
The word "wineries" is plural, so there may have actually been

two separate facilities operating under one name. The Healds-

burg Enterprise noted on January 16, 1904:

"Alex Hood of Kellogg was in town Monday.... He

was arranging to operate the large Hood Winery next

season. The winery has stood idle for several seasons."

The Delafield Winery was a strong rival to the Hood brother's
wine cellar and probably exceeded it in the amount of publicity
it garnered in various newspapers. DELAFIELD, UNLIKE HIS NEIGH-
BORING WINE MAKERS IN THE VALLEY, ENTERED WINE COMPETITIONS. AT
THE SIXTH ANNUAL CONVENTION OF VITICULTURISTS IN CALIFORNIA HELD
IN MARCH 1888 IN SAN FRANCISCO, HIS "GRENACHE" WINE WON THE FIRST
PLACE AWARD. HE WON A THIRD PLACE FOR "FRANKENRIESLING." THE
WINE WAS NOT IDENTIFIED AS COMING FROM KNIGHT'S VALLEY BUT CALIS-
TOGA~~THE RESIDENCE OF DELAFIELD.

IN CHICAGO IN 1893 'AT THE COLUMBIAN WORLD'S EXPOSITION,
DELAFIELD PICKED UP THREE WINE AWARDS FOR: "MATERO, MUSCATEL, AND
ANGELICA." THE LATTER WINE WAS DESCRIBED BY ONE OF THE JUDGES

LATER, AS "VERY GOOD, NICE FLAVOR, ONE OF THE BEST" ON EXHIBIT.
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No wonder the St. Helena Star of August 19, 1892 presented
a long description of the winery including these comments:
"We found it to be a truly wonderful place, so
arranged that the work of five men can be easily done
by one. The cellar has a capacity of between 80,000
and 100,000 gallons of wine and a large quantity of
first class wine is stored therein. No wine is put
on the market until it is properly aged..."
There are half a dozen similar stories in the local news-

papers of Sonoma and Napa County including this item in the

Independent Calistogan of September 14, 1895:

"R. H. Delafield will run his winery this year

under the management of Mr. Pratt, who has been the

superintendent for eleven years. Mr. Delafield will

return to New York to resume his law practice."

It is inconceivable that Delafield would not have taken wine
with him back to New York. There are no shipping bills or other
related documents to prove this conjecture, but if a New York
lawyer produced 100,000 gallons of fine wines at his California
"estate" in Sonoma County, then he must have shipped a goodly
portion of it east and sold it to clubs where he had influence
(membership) or other retail outlets.

Records on viticulture and wine making in Knight's Valley

after 1900 are very difficult to find. California's only wine

journal, the Pacific Wine & Spirit Review, published in San Fran-

cisco, noted in its issue of October 31, 1902:
"William F. Holmes, Knight's Valley has disposed
of his grape crop for $30 per ton. Some grapes in
this section sold for as high as $33 per ton."

Grapes were still a leading crop in the valley in 1912

according to the Santa Rosa Press Democrat, the leading daily
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newspaper serving Sonoma and parts of Napa and Mendocino counties.
In a Special Supplement published January 28, 1912, "Knight's
Valley" is described:

"Lying east of Alexander valley from Healdsburg,

and separated from the former by a low range of hills,

is another rich and beautiful stretch of territory

known as Knight's valley. Grape growing, dairying,

fruit-raising and other kindred industries occupy

attention here."

The story goes on to describe in more detail, the attractive
scenery, the large ranches and other aspects of life in this
valley. A photograph accompanying the story is noteworthy in

its emphasis: "The Hood Vineyards, Knight's Valley." There

were no photographs of dairying or fruit trees for example. (See

copy of story next page.)

PART II

Viticulture From 1920 to the 1970s

With the advent of national Prohibition in the United States
(wartime prohibition effecting wine began June 30, 1919, the
Eighteenth Amendment took effect January 16, 1920), the established
wine makers of Knight's Valley closed their doors. The Hood Winery
probably did not operate after 1910 since such long time residents
as Charles Laufenberg and Alfred LaFranchi insist they cannot
recall wine being made there during their lifetimes. (Both were
interviewed for this study.) Laufenberg was born in November 1897

in the valley and has lived here all his life. LaFranchi was born
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in the valley in the year 1915 and he too, has lived in Knight's
Valley all his life. The LaFranchi family arrived in the valley
in 1912,

Within weeks after wartime prohibition took effect in 1919,
the price of wine grapes began climbing in California as home
wine makers rushed to make the allowable 200 gallons annually.
Grape prices went from $30 a ton to $60 and $90 a ton by time
the harvest was over. In 1920 the prices were above $100 and
by 1922 or 1923, such favorite varieties as Zinfandel or Alicante
Bouschet, could command prices of $200 a ton and much more.
Charles Laufenberg recalls that his father was able to pay off
the mortgage on the home ranch in those years--a rather common
recollection now of descendants of vineyardists who lived through
that period. Overproduction by 1925-26, caused the market to
nearly collapse.

Alfred LaFranchi remembers that an Italian farmer named
"Molinari" leased or purchased a part of the Hood ranch and
raised "a lot of grapes . . . perhaps he had as much as 100 to
150 acres in grapes." He made wine from the grapes and sometimes,
apparently, sold it illegally. "There were many people doing

that in those years," says LaFranchi. (The Healdsburg Enterprise

of November 20, 1924 carries a brief item about the winery of

"Z. Molinari" being destroyed by fire with a loss of 14,000 gal~-

lons of wine. The location given is simply "north of the city.")
The Molinari vineyards were subsequently sold to a series

of different individuals, the acreage in grapes declining each
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time a new owner took title. LaFranchi believes some of the
Molinari vineyards were still in tack and producing well into
the 1950s.

Viticulture in Knight's Valley declined between 1920 and
the 1960s to where there were perhaps less than one hundred
acres in vines. This, of course, follows the pattern statewide.
Not one of the wineries in the valley reopened after Prohibition
ended in 1933.

With the advent of the most recent wine boom in California,
newcomers to Knight's Valley as well as long time residents, toock
another look at growing grapes. The tradition of grape growing
dates back well over a century, proving very conclusively that
the grape finds a natural home in the valley. Since 1970 over
a thousand acres have been planted into the finest wine grape

varieties available.

PART III
The Boundaries of Knight's Valley

Some, if not many of the small valleys located in the coastal
hills of California, have difficulty in drawing distinct boundary
lines. This has never been the case with Knight's Valley. No
one has ever confused the valley with Napa Valley to the east or
Alexander Valley to the west.

The earliest historical evidence relating to boundaries is

to be found in John Russell Bartlett's book, published 1852,
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Personal Narrative of Explorations and Incidents in Texas, New

Mexico, California. . . . Bartlett and company spent several

days exploring the Napa Valley and records:
"Reached Mr. Knight's, twelve miles from Kilburns,
at noon. Here the valley grew quite narrow, or rather
terminated, it being intersected by a range of hills.
At this place, another valley opened some two or three
miles in width, and extended about ten miles farther to
the north" (page 28).
Yale Professor William H. Brewster recorded the same obser-
vation about a decade later when he visited the Napa Valley.
His notes, from the years 1860~1864 and published later as Up

and Down California read:

"We passed up to the head of the Napa Valley, then
over a low divide toward the northwest and descended into
Knight's Valley, a lovely valley watered by a tributary
of the Russian River. The divide between these valleys
on the side of Mount St. Helena is very low, not over
five or six hundred feet high. We passed down Knight's
Valley a few miles, then across an obscure road, over
low hills to McDonald's, on a creek of his name, a trib-
utary of Knight's Creek. Here we camped" (page 226).

The editor of the Healdsburg Russian River Flag newspaper

devoted two columns to a description of "Knight's Valley" on
October 8, 1874 and stated:

"A fifteen mile drive from Healdsburg toward
Calistoga takes you to the venerable adobe house built
by Berryessa, long before the American acquisition of
California. Back of it to the north, three or four
miles off--it seems scarcely half a mile--jagged and
naked stands the triple-headed monarch of the mountains,
St. Helena. Like Napoleon the Great, who died on
another St. Helena, this one is 'grand, gloomy and
peculiar.' To the south, east and west are irregular
hills and ridges ornamented with a fringe of oaks and
evergreens. You are now in Knight's Valley, a couple
of miles east of the center."”

The first atlas dealing with Sonoma County, was published

in 1877 by Thos. H. Thompson & Co. of Oakland, California. It
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is a big book, 14% inches wide by 17% inches long. The maps on
pages 31 and 39 marked "Knight's Valley" clearly take in the
ridge lines and leave no question of the valley's relationship
to Napa Valley, or Alexander Valley, for example.

The Healdsburg, California Enterprise devoted several pages

of a special issue on August 16, 1980 to descriptions of the
surrounding countryside. As to Knight's Valley, the newspaper
explained:

"Knight's Valley has a position on the extreme
eastern boundary of Sonoma County, running from the
base of Mt. St. Helena to Alexander Valley, and
having an area of about 13,000 acres. It is charac~
terized by the most beautiful scenery; and, though
sparsely settled, contains much valuable agricultural
and grazing land."

The Santa Rosa, California Press Democrat of January 28,

1912 begins a descriptive piece on Knight's Valley by explaining
its location first:
"Lying east of Alexander Valley from Healdsburg

and separated from the former by a low range of hills,

is another rich and beautiful stretch of terrain known

as Knight's Valley. Grape growing, dairying, fruit-

raising and other kindred industries occupy attention

here..."

The key phrase is "and separated from the former by a low
range of hills . . ." is Knight's Valley. Just as is the case
on the east side of Knight's Valley, where "low hills" separate
it from Napa Valley, the hills are sufficiently high to clearly
mark a transition from one geographic region to another. There
are no statements in historical literature which would indicate
the traveler had difficulty in separating, in his own mind, Napa

Valley or Alexander Valley from the lands which make up Knight's

Valley,
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Historically, the southern most portion of Knight's Valley
is the only geographic area which has sometimes been ill-defined.
On the U.S. Geological Survey Maps, the name "Franz Valley" is
given to the southern most portion of Knight's Valley. Franz
Valley also appears on some Sonoma County road maps. However,

the 1877 Atlas of Sonoma County clearly shows Knight's Valley

as including all that portion later called Franz Valley. In
histories of Sonoma County, Franz Valley is seldom mentioned
whereas Knight's Valley is described in detail. 1In the January

28, 1912 special Supplement of the Santa Rosa Press Democrat,

Franz Valley is not mentioned but Knight's Valley is described
along with Sonoma Valley, Alexander Valley, Russian River Valley
and other well-defined and well-known geographical areas. This
pattern has been consistent over the past hundred years. Franz
Valley, because of its sparse population, and probably because
there is no clear separation from Knight's Valley (the much
older "umbrella" designation) really is a non-valley within

Knight's Valley.

William F. Heintz
February 17, 1982
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